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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objection ' 

1. Claims 8-12, 20 - 24 and 35 -39 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75 because of the 
following informalities 

For claim 8 line 1, the occurrence of "transcaling" seems to refer back to "wherein 
transcaling " previously recited in claim 1 line 9, if this is true, it is suggested to applicant 
to change "transcaling" to ~ the transcaling ~. Similar problem exist in claim 20 line 1, 
claim 36 line 1. 

For claim 9 line 1, the occurrence of "transrating" seems to refer back to "wherein 
transrating " previously recited in claim 1 line 9, if this is true, it is suggested to applicant 
to change "transrating" to - the transrating Similar problem exist in claim 21 line 1, 
claim 37 line 1. 

For claim 10 line 1, the occurrence of "transcoding" seems to refer back to "wherein 
transcoding " previously recited in claim 1 line 9, if this is true, it is suggested to 
applicant to change "transcoding" to - the transcoding ~, Similar problem exist in claim 
22 line 1, claim 35 line 1. 
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For claim 1 1 line 1, the occurrence of "transformatting" seems to refer back to "wherein 
transformatting " previously recited in claim 1 line 9, if this is true, it is suggested to 
applicant to change "transformatting" to ~ the transformatting — . Similar problem exist 
in claim 23 line 1, claim 35 line 1, and claim 38 line 1. 

For claim 12 line 1, the occurrence of "transcripting" seems to refer back to "wherein 
transcripting " previously recited in claim 1 line 9, if this is true, it is suggested to 
applicant to change "transcripting" to — the transcripting ~. Similar problem exist in 
claim 24 line 1, claim 39 line 1. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject 
matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 3 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

For clam 3 line 4, the occurrence of "the required platform" has no antecedent basis. 
Claim 4 is rejected to because it depends on an objected claim. Appropriate correction is 
required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 101 

4, 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions 
and requirements of this title. 

5. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 13 is directed to a non-statutory subject matter because the claim recites, " a 
storage medium having a plurality of machine-accessible instructions " which is not a 
useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful 
improvement thereof. 

Note: To overcome the rejection, it is suggested to the applicant to amend the claims to 
be written in terms of "computer" readable medium, stored with, embodied with or 
encoded with a "computer" program or computer executable instructions. 
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Claim Rejection - 35 USC§ 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1- 5, 10,11, 13-17,22,23, 31- 35, and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Bureau ((2003/0135860 Al). 

8. For claims 1- 5, 10,11, 13-17,22,23, 31- 35, and 38 Dureau discloses a multimedia 
conversion method comprising: enabling a user to select a media item that the user 
desires to have played on a particular rendering device on a network (see paragraph 34, 
lines 37-38); requesting the media item from a service provider; receiving the media item 

, determining whether the media item needs intelligent transcoding to be played on the 
particular rendering device, wherein if the media item needs intelligent transcoding, then 
intelligently transcoding the media item, wherein intelligent transcoding includes one or 
more of transcoding, transcaling, transrating, transformatting, and transcripting; and 
streaming the media item to the particular rendering device ( see paragraph 34 ) as 
recited in claim 1 and 13. Determining whether the media item needs intelligent 
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transcoding to be played on the particular rendering device further comprises determining 
whether intelligent transcoding can be performed (see figure 6 or see paragraph 47 lines 
12-14) as recited in claim 2 and 14. Determining whether the format of the media item 
can be transcoded; determining whether the required platform usage to perform 
intelligent transcoding is available (See figure 6) and determining whether there is 
enough bandwidth on the network to perform intelligent transcoding (paragraph 34 lines 
50 - 55) as recited in claim 3 and 15. Determining whether the format of the media item 
can be transcoded comprises using a rules engine to look up rules, based on policy, to 
determine whether the format of the media item can be transcoded (see paragraph 43, 
lines 13-17) as recited in claim 4 - 16. Determining whether the media item needs 
intelligent transcoding to be played on the particular rendering device includes 
determining device capabilities for the particular rendering device and determining 
whether the media format of the media item can be played on the particular rendering 
device (see paragraph 47) as recited in claim 5 and 17. Transcoding comprises 
converting the format of the media item into another media format (see paragraph 42, 
lines 1-6) as recited in claim 10^ 22 and 35. Transformatting comprises packaging of the 
media format to another media packaging format (see paragraph 39, lines 1-9) as recited 
in claim 11, 23 and 38. A home network comprising: a controller to control the flow of 
digital multimedia content from one or more service providers (see figure 30) a plurality 
of rendering devices, coupled to the controller, to play the digital multimedia content; and 
a media renderer to connect one or more of the plurality of rendering devices to the 
controller; the controller comprises an intelligent transcoding engine to transcode the 
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digital multimedia content from an original media format to a format suitable for at least 
one of the rendering devices( see paragraph 33) as recited in claim 31. The controller 
comprises at least one of a media center, a set top box, a personal computer, a home 
server, and a workstation( see paragraph 23, lines 1- 18) as recited in claim 32. The one 
or more rendering devices connected to the controller by the media renderer are incapable 
of directly connecting to the controller (see paragraph 36, lines 1-7) as recited in claim 
33. The intelligent transcoding engine is used for intelligent transcoding, wherein 
intelligent transcoding comprises one or more of transcoding, transcaling, transrating, 
transformatting, and transcripting (see paragraph 36, lines 7-9) as recited in claim 34. 



Claim Rejection - 35 USC§ 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or 
nonobviousness. 
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11. Claims 12, 24, 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dureau 
in view of Safadi (2003/0126086 Al). ^ 

For claims 12, 24, 39 Dureau discloses all the subject matter with the exception of 
converting a-Digital Rights Management (DRM)/copy protection scheme to another 
DRM/copy protection scheme as recited in claims 12, 24, 39. 
Safadi from the same field of endeavor teaches transcripting comprises converting a- 
Digital Rights Management (DRM)/copy protection scheme to another DRM/copy 
protection scheme (see paragraph 17). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the DRM proxy device 120 as taught by Safadi in to 
the NG receiver 340 of Dureau the motivation for doing this is to establish secure 

connection between the NG receiver 340 and the rendering devices. 

12. Claims 6-8, 18-20 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dureau in view of Sull et al (US 2002/0069218 Al). 

For claims 6-8, 18-20 and 36 Dureau discloses all the subject matter with the exception of 
the control points and discovery methods are used to determine the device capabilities as 
recited in claim 6 and 18.A metadata server is used to determine the device capabilities as 
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recited in claim 7 and 19. The transcaling comprises changing the resolution of the media 
item as recited in claim 8, 20 and 36. 

SuU et al from the same field of endeavor teaches the control points and discovery 
methods are used to determine the device capabilities: a metadata server is used to 
determine the device capabilities (see paragraph 58) .The transcaling comprises changing 
the resolution of the media item (see paragraph 488) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of prdinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the use of a metadata server, the use of transcaling and 
control points and discovery methods as thought by Sull et al in to the transcode 
subsystem 310 of Bureau. The motivation for doing this is to enable the rendering 
devices connected to the NG receiver 340 to display images according to the required 
resolution. 



13. Claims 9, 21 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dureau in view of Sezer et al (US 69591 16 B2). 

For claims 9, 21 and 37 Dureau discloses all the subject matter with the exception of 

transrating comprises changing or reducing the bitrate of the media item as recited in 
claims 9,21and37. 
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Sezer et al from the same field of endeavor teach transrating comprises changing or 
reducing the bitrate of the media item (See column 52, lines 1 -8) 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the method of transrating as taught by Sezer et al in to 
the transcode subsystem 310 of Bureau. The motivation for doing this is to enable the 
rendering devices with the low bit rate to connect to the NG receiver 340. 

14. Claims 25,26,29 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dureau in view of Amini et al (US 658 1 102 B 1). 

For claims 25,26, 29, 30 Dureau discloses a policy manager to provide rules defining 
applicable media formats in which a particular media format can be transcoded. 
Transcoding which includes one or more of transcoding, transcaling, transrating, 
transformatting, and transcripting to transform a media format from a service provider to 
another media format for a rendering device for playing media on the rendering device 
(see paragraph 34) as recited in claim 25, a demultiplexer to separate the media input into 
video and audio components; a multiplexer to combine the transcoded video and audio 
components into media data (see paragraph 39, lines 1-7) as recited in claim 26. A back 
channel manager to communicate out of band conmiands to applications. The policy 
determines a required platform usage for a particular media format conversion (see 
paragraph 38, lines 1- 26). 
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However Bureau fail to teach the graph manager which puts together an infrastructure for 
intelligent transcoding and enables intelligent transcoding to be performed as recited in 
claim 25.Acapture filter to capture media input; and a network filter to filter the media 
data for streaming to the rendering device as recited in claim 26. 

Amini et al from the same field of endeavor teaches the transport manager to . 
communicate with an application to provide device characteristics and policy information 
to a graph manager the graph manager puts together an infrastructure for intelligent 
transcoding and enables intelligent transcoding to be performed (see column 3, lines 44- 
58). A capture filter to capture media input; and a network filter to filter the. media data 
for streaming to the rendering device (see column 16 lines 5 -28). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the graph manager, capture filter and the network* 
filter as taught by Amini et al in to the NG receiver 340 of Bureau the motivation for 
doing this is to interconnect different processing components. 

15. Claims 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bureau 
and Amini et al as applied to claim 25 and 26 above, and further in view of Crouch et al 
(US 2004/0207724A1) 
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For claims 27 and 28 Bureau and Amini et al disclose all the subject matter with the 
exception of. The media data is streamed using HTTP (Hypertext Transport Protocol) as 
recited in claim 27; the media data is streamed using RTP (Real-Time Transport 
Protocol) as recited in claim 28. 

Crouch et al from the same field of endeavor teaches the media data is streamed using 
HTTP (Hypertext Transport Protocol); the media data is streamed using RTP (Real-Time 
Transport Protocol (see paragraph 24) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the method of streaming the media data using HTTP 
and RTP as taught by Crouch et al in to the NG receiver 340 as thought by Bureau the 
motivation for doing this is to increase the connectivity of the NG receiver. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Bal Canto et al (US 2003/0217166 Al), Brooks et al (US 7047305 Bl), 
Zhang et al (US 2004/01 1 1749 Al) are recited to show intelligent trancoding. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Awet Haile whose telephone number is (571) 270-3114. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 10:00 AM - 5:00 PM 



16. 



17. 
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EST. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Dang Ton, can be reached on (571) 272-3171. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EEC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system. Call 
800 -786-9199(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





DANG T. TON 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



